Tilly on one Sunday only. Every evening a certain tree near which the Virgin appears is surrounded by nearly 500 people; the whole district is in a state of excitement. The sceptics attribute these visions to the phosphorescence escaping from the limekilns, which are very numerous in this locality. Lejars read a paper on this subject, in which he stated that large doses of artificial serum injected into the veins in cases of acute infection and in cases of confirmed infection, produce most favourable results. In the most dangerous conditions these injections are always followed by a period of calm, and the symptoms are slightly modified. This slight amelioration must not be neglected, inasmuch as it is possible that it may lead the way to cure. In urgent cases venous injections are preferable to hypodermic.
Since cholera appeared in Egypt last October, the French Sanitary Administration has exercised a strict supervision on the vessels arriving in French ports from the contaminated region. The ports on the Mediterranean Coast are especially overlooked. The passengers and the crew are medically inspected; disinfection is also practised.
M. Bompard and M. Clairin have submitted to the Municipal Council the proposal of forming a technical committee to study the means of preventing tuberculous contagion in hospitals, whichl constitute a perpetual source of infection.
The male and female nurses are the principal victims; among them mortality from tuberculosis is considerable. CORRESPONDENCE, THE DIFFICULTY AT ADELAIDE HOSPITAL. SIR,-I have now received by the mail two letters from different practitioners occupying leading positions in Adelaide, giving details of the trouble which has led to the resignation of the honorary medical staff of the Adelaide Hospital, and a reference to which was made in telegrams already commented on by you, and which showed that it would be necessary for any medical man to consider the matter very closely before accepting an appointment under the South Australian Government.
The facts appear to be as follows: In connection with the University of Adelaide a medical school was established some eleven years ago, and its importance may be estimated in some degree by the fact that there are over fifty medical undergraduates at the present moment. The students receive their clinical instruction at the Adelaide Hospital, an institution with about 250 beds.
The Adelaide Hospital is a Government hospital, managed by a Board annually appointed by the Government, excepting two members who represent the University and the Charity Commissioners respectively. The Board usually consists of an equal number of medical and non-medical men, and, of the former, three may be members of the staff. The Board itself is under the control of a Cabinet Minister-the Chief Secretary. The tenure of office of the honorary staff is limited to three years, but the members are eligible for re-election. The Hospital Board has always worked amicably with the University Council.
The troubles commenced about fifteen months ago, when a vacancy occurred in the post of Night Superintendent of Nurses. The Chief Secretary practically directed the Board to appoint one of the nursing staff. The Board then recommended to the Chief Secretary for appointment a nurse who happened to be his (the Chief Secretary's) sister, and who although the junior of all the "' charge nurses" of wards, was thought by the medical superintendent to be from her superior education and attainments, the most suitable person for the post. This caused great dissatisfaction amongst the other charge nurses, who suspected favouritism and political influence, and thought, moreover, that their claims had been overlooked. With the assistance of the daily papers their grievances were well aired, and finally matters reached such a pitch that a Royal Commission was appointed. The finding of this Commission confirmed the action of the Board, but somewhat illogically insisted on the reinstatement of two nurses who had been most prominent in the mutiny, and who had been suspended and recommended for dismissal.
As the Board refused to carry out the instructions of the Government, they were not reappointed and the nurses they suspended were reinstated. The climax appears to have been reached when the Government department reconstituted the Board, for on the new Board no representative of the staff was appointed, but amongst the medical members of the new Board was a practitioner whose name had been removed from the list of members of the local Branch of the British Medical Association. This appointment aroused the indignation of the staff, who thereupon resigned in a body. Some feeble attempts at conciliation were made by the Government, but all chance of this was frustrated when the Premier in an electioneering speech alluded to the chief gyneecologist as a "Medical lacE the Ripper." The staff has been so thoroughly supported by the profession in Adelaide that the Government have found themselves unable to replace the staff, having alternately tried threats and attempts at conciliation.
Finally not to be vanquished the Government have announced that they had cabled to London and ascertained that "three hospital experts could be obtained at Guy's for a reasonable figure," and would come out if cabled for. My informant goes on to say that the profession in Adelaide only wishes the facts to be known so that anyone proposing to come out would be aware of the actual state of affairs. I do not find in the letters received any special explanation of the passage concerning Guy's Hospital; perhaps the authorities of Guy's have some further information which may be of use to members of the Association.-I am, etc., Cavendish Square, May 20th.
VICTOR HORSLEY.
SIR,-The announcement in the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL of May 23rd that Dr. Leith Napier had accepted a surgical appointment at the Adelaide Hospital is a serious one. The medical staff of the Adelaide Hospital either do or do not deserve our support in the action which they have taken. Everything turns, in the first place, upon the facts. It is not questioned that they enjoy the practically unanimous approval of their colleagues on the spot, and this should be quite enough to make any practitioner who cares one jot about the dignity and interests of our profession to pause before superseding men who have at least a primd facie grievance.
Our Association has lately awakened to some sense of its duties and responsibilities in connection with medical ethics, and, if our ethical organisation is to be anything more thami an empty name, here is a case which demands close inquiry, careful consideration, and vigorous action. I would urge
